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REVIEW 

In	the	last	lesson,	we	began	to	explore	the	Law	(νομός nomós)	in	the	New	Testament.	We	discovered	that	the	
Law	is	not	based	on	a	moral	code;	it	is	based	on	love,	love	for	God	and	others.	To	address	legalism	from	a	biblical	
perspective,	we	will	continue	to	look	into	three	aspects.	

1. The	Law	as	understood	and	applied	during	the	time	of	Jesus	
2. The	Law	as	understood	and	applied	after	the	ascension	of	Jesus	to	Israeli	believers	
3. The	Law	vs	Grace	

a. To	Jewish	Believers	
b. To	Gentile	Believers	

During the time of Jesus, He taught, explained, corrected, and properly applied the Law. The foundation of 
the Law was to love God and love your neighbor.  

We saw that Israel was following portions of the Law but not the more important provisions, using the Law 
for gain or power, and practicing the Law without knowledge, understanding, or belief. Furthermore, the 
Jewish authorities (Pharisees, lawyers, and elders) had their own rules in place of God’s truth. 

The intended purpose of the Law was to have Israel properly function within the Law so that Israel would be 
restored, accept their King, live in peace, and be the representatives to the world for God (a nation God chose 
to be His nation). 

My conclusion is that that the problem in the Gospels is not legalism, rather they had an incorrect 
understanding and application of the Law; they abused the Law for their own gain.  

THE LAW AFTER CHRIST FOR ISRAEL 

In Acts, Stephen was accused of preaching and altering the Law (Acts 6:10-15). In his defense, Stephen gives 
a summary of Israel’s history and concludes with a scathing chastisement (7:48-53). 

Acts 13:13-16, 26-39 – The Law could never free. The Jews had two major errors as addressed by Stephen. 
As stated in this text, they are: 

1. The Jews did not understand the Law and the prophets enough to recognize the Messiah. 
2. They believed that following the Law meant righteousness before God (Romans 10:1-4). 

Acts 21:17-26 – Paul	returns	to	Jerusalem	and	a	statement	is	made	about	the	thousands	of	Jews	who	have	
believed	and	are	zealous	for	the	Law.	James	relays	an	accusation	and	tells	Paul	to	go	through	the	Jewish	
purification	along	with	the	others.	

The believing Jews in Jerusalem were zealous for the Law and were functioning in accordance with the 
Law, specifically those under a vow. Paul did as was suggested and a sacrifice was made for those under a 
vow according to the Law, which could have been the vow of a Nazarite (maybe), and they were going 
through the process of being released from their vows. 

Hebrews 7-10 – These four chapters discuss the Law after Jesus Christ’s ascension. Chapters 7-8 discuss how 
Jesus has fulfilled the Levitical high priesthood by being the priest in the order of Melchizedek. With this 
fulfillment, the relationship between the Jews and the Law regarding the priesthood has changed. 
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In Chapters 9-10, the tabernacle/temple and the atoning sacrifice are being explained as a shadow of the 
reality that Christ fulfilled. In light of Christ’s sacrifice, a Jew cannot follow the Law in regard to the 
perpetual atoning work and the day of atonement.  

In conjunction with this understanding, there is also the destruction of the temple in AD 70. In order to 
present a sacrifice (even a free-will offering) in accordance with the Law, the temple and priests are 
involved. There are many aspects of the Law in which the temple is involved.  

EVALUATION 

Nowhere	in	Acts	are	Israeli	believers	told	to	forsake	the	Law.	At	the	end	of	Paul’s	journeys,	he	consents	to	go	
through	the	purification	with	three	Israelis	who	were	being	released	from	their	vows.	

James	was	the	leader,	along	with	the	elders,	and	there	were	thousands	of	Jewish	believers	who	were	zealous	for	
the	Law.	Why?	Why	were	they	zealous	for	the	Law?	Why	did	the	apostles,	especially	Paul,	not	set	them	straight	if	
that	was	necessary?	Because	they	were	Israeli.	Jews	had	not	only	their	religion	from	the	Law,	but	they	also	had	a	
constitution.	Israel	was	a	functioning	nation	and	God’s	constitution	was	not	invalidated	with	the	culmination	of	
the	Law	(the	revelation	of	Jesus	Christ).	The	death,	burial,	and	resurrection	of	Jesus	did	not	abolish	the	Law.	

However,	for	the	Jews,	something	has	changed,	and	they	needed	understanding	about	it.	What	did	the	believing	
Jews	(including	the	apostles	and	elders)	need	to	understand?	The	“ekklesia.”		

2	Peter	3:15-16	–	“just	as	also	our	beloved	brother	Paul,	according	to	the	wisdom	given	him,	wrote	to	you,	as	
also	in	all	his	letters,	speaking	in	them	of	these	things,	in	which	are	some	things	hard	to	understand,	which	
the	untaught	and	unstable	distort,	as	they	do	also	the	rest	of	the	Scriptures,	to	their	own	destruction”	

I	believe	the	main	issue	that	was	hard	to	hear	was	the	truth	of	Israel,	as	a	nation,	being	set	aside	until	the	
fullness	of	the	Gentiles	has	come	in	(Romans	11:25).	

I	believe	another	reason	that	they	were	zealous	for	the	Law	as	the	believing	portion	of	Israel	was	because	of	
the	kingdom	promise.	However,	as	it	became	clearer	that	the	new	banner	of	the	“ekklesia”	is	the	current	
administration	and	that	Israel	would	not	function	as	a	nation	until	the	end	times,	following	the	Law	for	
believing	Jews	was	not	required.	But	following	the	Law	under	the	banner	of	the	fulfillment	of	the	Law,	
namely	Jesus,	was	not	an	error	during	the	period	of	Acts.	

After	the	destruction	of	the	temple,	what	do	we	understand?	The	difficulty	is	that	we	do	not	have	any	Scripture	to	
dictate	this	since	all	the	text	concerning	the	application	of	the	Law	for	the	Jew	is	after	the	destruction	of	the	
temple.	But	we	can	theorize	without	being	definitive.	

Since	they	were	not	a	country,	following	the	Law	as	a	constitution	is	not	realistic.	How	much	of	the	Law	is	
acceptable	if	they	cannot	follow	all	of	it?	

Now	that	Israel	is	a	nation,	can	a	Jew	who	believes	in	Jesus	submit	to	the	Law	under	the	banner	of	Israel?	We	
are	still	faced	with	the	same	questions:	

1. How	much	Law	can	you	follow	without	the	temple?	
2. Since	the	current	administration	is	the	church,	is	following	the	Law	appropriate?	
3. What	is	the	motivation	for	following	the	Law?	Righteousness?	Blessing?	


